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County Employment and Wages in Texas — Third Quarter 2013

Employment rose in 25 of the 26 largest counties in Texas from September 2012 to September 2013, the U.S.
Bureau of Labor Statistics (BLS) reported today. (Large counties are defined as those with employment of
75,000 or more as measured by 2012 annual average employment.) Regional Commissioner Stanley W.
Suchman noted that rates of job growth in three Texas counties ranked in the top 10 nationwide. Fort Bend
County’s 6.0-percent job gain led the nation and the Texas counties of Brazos (5.7 percent, 3rd) and Denton
(4.9 percent, 8th) also shared in the top 10 ranking. (See table 1.)

Employment nationwide advanced 1.7 percent from September 2012 as 286 of the 334 largest U.S. counties
registered increases. As noted, Fort Bend, Texas, recorded the fastest rate of employment growth in the
country, up 6.0 percent, while Peoria, Il1., registered the largest decline, down 3.7 percent.

Among the largest counties in Texas, employment was highest in Harris County (2,192,300) in September
2013, followed by Dallas County (1,509,000). Three other counties, Tarrant, Bexar, and Travis, had
employment levels exceeding 600,000. Together, the 26 largest Texas counties accounted for 80.1 percent of
total employment within the state. Nationwide, the 334 largest counties made up 71.4 percent of total U.S.
employment.

From the third quarter of 2012 to the third quarter of 2013, average weekly wages nationwide increased 1.9
percent to $922. Among large counties in Texas, Gregg County registered the largest increase in average
weekly wages with a gain of 4.1 percent, while Brazos recorded the largest decrease, down 1.0 percent. (See
table 1.) In the third quarter of 2013, Harris had the highest average weekly wage among the state’s largest
counties at $1,187 and Cameron had the lowest at $587.

Employment and wage levels (but not over-the-year changes) are also available for the 228 counties in Texas
with employment levels below 75,000 in 2012. Among these smaller counties, 89 percent (202) had average
weekly wages below the national average in September 2013. (See table 2.)

Large county wage changes

Fourteen of Texas’s 26 large counties recorded wage growth above the 1.9-percent national increase from the
third quarter of 2012 to the third quarter of 2013. Gregg County’s 4.1-percent wage increase was the highest in
the state and placed 15th in the national ranking. (See table 1.) Four additional Texas counties registered wage
growth ranking in the top 50 nationally: Fort Bend (3.6 percent, 29th); Midland (3.5 percent, 31st); and
Brazoria and Montgomery (3.4 percent each, tied 37th). In contrast, average weekly wages fell in Brazos and
Webb Counties, decreasing 1.0 percent and 0.2 percent, respectively.



Among the 334 largest U.S. counties, 291 had over-the-year increases in average weekly wages. San Mateo,
Calif., had the largest increase with a gain of 9.9 percent. Dane, Wis., was second with wage growth of 9.3
percent, followed by Collier, Fla. (8.0 percent). Wage decreases were recorded in 40 large counties
nationwide; Pinellas, Fla., experienced the largest over-the-year wage loss at 4.3 percent.

Large county average weekly wages

Average weekly wages in 5 of the 26 large Texas counties were at least 10 percent above the national average
of $922 per week in the third quarter of 2013. Harris County led at $1,187 per week and ranked 20th among
the 334 large counties nationwide. Harris was followed by Midland ($1,148, 25th), Dallas ($1,115, 33rd),
Collin ($1,070, 43rd), and Travis ($1,028, 53rd). Two additional Texas counties reported average weekly
wages above the national average: Fort Bend (§969, 75th), and Williamson ($928, 96th).

Texas had 4 of the 11 lowest-paying large counties in the United States, all located along the border with
Mexico. These included Cameron ($587, 333rd), Hidalgo ($595, 332nd), Webb ($636, 330th) and El Paso
($666, 324th). Other Texas counties with low national rankings included Brazos ($711, 314th), Lubbock
($736, 296th), and McLennan ($748, 284th).

Nationally, weekly wages were higher than the U.S. average in 101 of the largest counties in the country. Santa
Clara, Calif., held the top position among the highest-paid large counties with an average weekly wage of
$1,868. San Mateo, Calif., was second at $1,698, followed by New York, N.Y. ($1,667), Washington, D.C.
($1,560), and San Francisco, Calif. ($1,549).

Of the largest counties in the United States, 232, or more than two-thirds, reported average weekly wages
below the national average in the third quarter of 2013. The lowest wage was reported in Horry, S.C., at $564
per week. Pasco, Fla. ($635), joined the Texas counties of Cameron, Hidalgo, and Webb among the bottom
five. Wages in these five lowest-ranked counties were about one-third or less of the average weekly wage in
the highest-ranked county, Santa Clara, Calif.

Average weekly wages in smaller Texas counties

Twenty-six of the 228 smaller Texas counties — those with employment below 75,000 — reported average
weekly wages above the national average of $922. Two of these smaller counties had wages that not only
exceeded $1,000 per week, but were also the highest in the state: Carson ($1,336), and Shackelford ($1,229).
Delta County registered the lowest weekly wage, averaging $373 in the third quarter of 2013. (See table 2.)

When all 254 counties in Texas were considered, all but 33 had wages below the national average. Thirty-eight
reported average weekly wages under $600, 78 registered wages from $600 to $699, 58 had wages from $700
to $799, 40 had wages from $800 to $899, and 40 had wages of $900 or more per week. (See chart 1.) The
counties with the highest wages were generally concentrated around the metropolitan areas of Austin,
Amarillo, Dallas, Fort Worth, Houston, Midland, and Odessa. Lower paying counties were generally located in
the agricultural areas of central Texas and the Texas Panhandle, as well as along the Texas-Mexico border.

Additional Statistics and Other Information

QCEW data for states have been included in this release in table 3. For additional information about quarterly
employment and wages data, please read the Technical Note or visit www.bls.gov/cew.

Employment and Wages Annual Averages Online features comprehensive information by detailed industry on
establishments, employment, and wages for the nation and all states. The 2012 edition of this publication
contains selected data produced by Business Employment Dynamics (BED) on job gains and losses, as well as
selected data from the first quarter 2013 version of the national news release. Tables and additional content


https://www.bls.gov/cew

from Employment and Wages Annual Averages 2012 are now available online at www.bls.gov/cew/
cewbultn12.htm. The 2013 edition of Employment and Wages Annual Averages Online will be available in
September 2014.

Information in this release will be made available to sensory impaired individuals upon request. Voice phone:
202-691-5200; Federal Relay Service: 1-800-877-8339.

Technical Note

Average weekly wage data by county are compiled under the Quarterly Census of Employment and Wages
(QCEW) program, also known as the ES-202 program. The data are derived from summaries of employment
and total pay of workers covered by state and federal unemployment insurance (UI) legislation and provided
by State Workforce Agencies (SWAs). The 9.3 million employer reports cover 135.0 million full- and part-
time workers. The average weekly wage values are calculated by dividing quarterly total wages by the average
of the three monthly employment levels of those covered by UI programs. The result is then divided by 13, the
number of weeks in a quarter. It is to be noted, therefore, that over-the-year wage changes for geographic areas
may reflect shifts in the composition of employment by industry, occupation, and such other factors as hours
of work. Thus, wages may vary among counties, metropolitan areas, or states for reasons other than changes in
the average wage level. Data for all states, Metropolitan Statistical Areas (MSAs), counties, and the nation are
available on the BLS Web site at www.bls.gov/cew/; however, data in QCEW press releases have been revised
(see Technical Note below) and may not match the data contained on the Bureau’s Web site.

QCEW data are not designed as a time series. QCEW data are simply the sums of individual establishment
records reflecting the number of establishments that exist in a county or industry at a point in time.
Establishments can move in or out of a county or industry for a number of reasons—some reflecting economic
events, others reflecting administrative changes.

The preliminary QCEW data presented in this release may differ from data released by the individual states as
well as from the data presented on the BLS Web site. These potential differences result from the states’
continuing receipt, review and editing of UI data over time. On the other hand, differences between data in this
release and the data found on the BLS Web site are the result of adjustments made to improve over-the-year
comparisons. Specifically, these adjustments account for administrative (noneconomic) changes such as a
correction to a previously reported location or industry classification. Adjusting for these administrative
changes allows users to more accurately assess changes of an economic nature (such as a firm moving from
one county to another or changing its primary economic activity) over a 12-month period. Currently, adjusted
data are available only from BLS press releases.


https://www.bls.gov/cew/cewbultn12.htm
https://www.bls.gov/cew/cewbultn12.htm
https://www.bls.gov/cew/

Table 1. Covered (" employment and wages in the United States and the 26 largest counties in Texas, third
quarter 2013 @

Employment Average Weekly Wage ()
Percent National . Percent National
Area Segt(()e%ber change, ranking by Average National change, ranking by
September percent weekly ranking by third quarter percent
(thousands) wage level (5
2012-13 4 | change 2012-13 @ | change
United States ©)...........ccccoovveieeeceeeeece 134,957.5 1.7 -- $922 -- 1.9 -
TEXAS 1.vieeiieeieeeiee ettt 11,091.9 2.8 - 952 12 25 15
Bell, TEXaS ....ccvveeiieiieciieceeceeee e 111.1 1.4 174 770 256 2.5 77
Bexar, TeXas.......cccovuveeeeeeiieiieee e 773.3 2.6 7 827 197 1.2 208
Brazoria, TeXas......ccccceeeevcuveeeeeeeeciieeeeen, 96.2 3.2 48 908 116 3.4 37
Brazos, TeXaS......cccoeeeeeeeccuerieeeceeecieeeeee e 94.9 5.7 3 711 314 -1.0 318
Cameron, TEXAS .......ceeeeeevcuerieeeeeeiciieeeeeenn, 131.9 1.8 140 587 333 2.3 92
Collin, TEXAS ....ecevviereeeiieeieeeteeeie e 330.3 48 11 1,070 43 0.8 236
Dallas, TeXaS .....cc.eeeeeeeecierieeeeeeecieieee e 1,509.0 3.2 48 1,115 33 2.8 59
Denton, TEeXaS.......cccceeveeuveeeeeeeeiirieee e 195.5 4.9 8 837 187 1.6 172
El Paso, TEXAS.......cccoveveieiieiieeie e 282.4 1.5 162 666 324 2.0 127
Fort Bend, TeXas ........cccoovveeeeeecciiieeeeeeens 157.8 6.0 1 969 75 3.6 29
Galveston, TEXaS .......c.cceevvuerieeeeieicirieeeeeenn, 98.5 2.8 62 805 220 0.2 275
Gregg, TeXas ......cccoeeereeriieeneeseeeeeseeien 771 0.9 225 846 174 41 15
Harris, TeXas......ccveeeeeeccieieee e 2,192.3 2.9 60 1,187 20 29 51
Hidalgo, TeXas........ccccveviiniiiiiieniiiieeieee 231.7 2.6 77 595 332 21 108
Jefferson, Texas ......ccocceeeeeeevcnvieeeceeeceeen. 116.9 2.0 331 921 103 0.9 224
Lubbock, Texas ...... 129.1 2.3 97 736 296 2.6 70
McLennan, Texas 103.3 1.2 194 748 284 1.4 192
Midland, TEXas .......ccccevveeveeiiieeiieeeeeieeeee 85.3 45 14 1,148 25 35 31
Montgomery, Texas .........cccoveerverieeneeninen. 151.4 4.8 11 903 122 3.4 37
NUECES, TEXAS ....vveeeeeeeciirieeee et 159.7 1.8 140 817 199 2.4 87
Potter, TeXas......ccccceeeeeecvieeeeeeeciieee e, 77.3 1.3 187 778 251 1.8 146
Smith, TEXAS .....cccvieiieiieeeeeeece e 95.2 2.5 85 784 248 1.6 172
Tarrant, TEXaS .......ccccvuveeeeeeeciirieee e 812.6 3.0 57 912 110 0.6 248
Travis, TEXAS ....cceeeeeeceeeeee e 637.8 4.1 20 1,028 53 2.4 87
Webb, TEXaS.......cccevieiiieciecieeeece e 92.8 1.9 130 636 330 -0.2 301
Williamson, Texas........cccccceeecvvveeeeeeecrnneen.. 139.9 4.3 16 928 96 1.5 181

(1) Includes workers covered by Unemployment Insurance (Ul) and Unemployment Compensation for Federal Employees (UCFE) programs.
(2) Data are preliminary.

(3) Average weekly wages were calculated using unrounded data.

(4) Percent changes were computed from quarterly employment and pay data adjusted for noneconomic county reclassifications.

(5) Ranking does not include the county of San Juan, Puerto Rico.

(6) Totals for the United States do not include data for Puerto Rico or the Virgin Islands.



Table 2. Covered (" employment and wages in the United States and all counties in Texas third quarter 2013 ?

Area

Employment September 2013

Average Weekly Wage ()

Anderson
Andrews

Angelina

ATANSAS ...t ettt et e n e aneee e e teeeenneeeeaneen
ATCRNIET ...ttt et e et e e et e e e e e e eneen
AMMISITONG ..ottt st
P €= ET oo L= TSP
AUSEIN <ttt e e e neen

COollINGSWOITN ..o
(070] o] = o [0 TSSO USRI

134,957,493
11,091,882
18,290
7,438
36,149
6,487
2,067
408
13,145
9,982
2,557
3,040
15,135
1,158
10,308
111,073
773,319
2,743
222
3,678
40,768
96,157
94,855
3,765
314
2,682
15,062
4,404
12,663
8,077
10,919
2,013
131,885
4,176
4,341
7,269
2,549
13,037
14,882
2,383
1,435
727
684
2,036
330,301
801
6,971
43,384
3,684
847
16,310
14,440
430
1,777
1,705
1,439
1,163

$922
952
754
1,094
709
658
684
524
814
846
634
588
651
602
771
770
827
784
527
622
689
908
71
745
524
759
630
828
703
671
1,099
697
587
648
1,336
702
614
1,070
618
588
604
686
548
529
1,070
671
691
693
553
651
859
615
635
1,185
695
614
583

Note: See footnotes at end of table.



Table 2. Covered (" employment and wages in the United States and all counties in Texas third quarter 2013 2 -

Continued
Area Employment September 2013 Average Weekly Wage ()
(D211 =T o LSRR URURPRRNY 4,219 729
Daall@S ...ttt ettt e e 1,509,027 1,115
DAWSON ...ttt ettt et e e e 4,331 863
D& WIith. .ttt et e 7,329 714
Deaf SMIth......ooii e 7,381 688
DA ..t 1,468 373
DNEON ... e 195,456 837
DICKENS ...ttt ettt e e e nnes 437 592
[D]103T o 11 SRRSO 5,965 893
DONIBY ..ttt ettt et anes 1,076 805
DUV .ttt ettt et et e e e beeeneeenee 3,713 859
EaStland .......oooiiii e 7,711 823
| o7 (o] PSSRSO 72,124 1,055
EQWAIAS ... 359 626
Bl PASO ...ttt 282,372 666
B . ettt e e 43,254 721
Erath .. 15,265 598
FallS ..ttt snee e 3,140 610
FaNNIN <o 6,773 696
FaYEHE .o s 9,054 719
FISNET ... 883 668
FIOYA . ..ttt 1,738 613
FOBIT ...ttt 322 535
FOrt BENG. ...ttt ettt 157,799 969
FranKIlin ..ot 3,115 631
FrE@StONE . ..o s 5,790 804
[ Lo TS USSP 6,049 849
GAINES ...ttt et b e ae e e b e e ae e ennee e 5,945 825
GaAIVESTON ... e 98,499 805
[T - TSP PPRPRN 1,953 747
GHIIESPIE ...ttt ettt e e b e sae et e b e e neeenee e 9,550 623
GIASSCOCK ...ttt ettt st e et e et e e ne e e enaee e 482 574
(€ o] 1= o [P RTURRUPRRR 1,427 747
GONZAIES ...ttt 6,874 690
GIFAY ..ottt ettt ettt ettt et e b e bt e bt he e ehe e b e e beeeheeanteeeheeeneeannaeas 9,238 842
(€ Tr= 1Yo o F TSP 43,448 755
[C14=To o RPN 77,052 846
GIIMIES .ttt ettt e e et e e e bt e e ne e e snnee e e 8,166 837
GUAAAIUPE ... 31,577 740
HAE ..ttt 12,101 621
[ = | USSP 829 601
HaMIION .. 2,476 619
HANSTOIA ... 2,148 862
HardemaN. ...t 1,099 613
[ F= T |1 AU USSR 12,508 742
[ F= T USRS URURPURNY 2,192,332 1,187
HAITISON ...ttt e ennes 24,796 934
HAMEY ... ettt e 2,158 661
HASKEIL. ...ttt 1,669 592
HAY'S ettt ettt e snee e 55,549 664
HEMPRIIL ... 2,340 956
HENAEISON ... e 16,002 614
[ o =1 Lo o USRS SRR 231,715 595
HiL e ettt et e be e e 9,605 675
HOCKIEY ...t ettt 10,504 912
HOOD ...ttt et e e e beesneeenee 15,892 810

Note: See footnotes at end of table.



Table 2. Covered (" employment and wages in the United States and all counties in Texas third quarter 2013 2 -

Continued
Area Employment September 2013 Average Weekly Wage )
HOPKINS ..ttt e e e 12,295 688
HOUSTON ..ot 6,135 811
HOWAI ...ttt et e e e 12,765 817
HUASPEL ... 1,118 1,024
HUNL ettt et sbe e e enee 28,119 810
HULCRINSON ..o e 8,762 982
1o o PSR URURPURNY 780 1,020
JACK et 3,173 994
JACKSON ... e 5,564 753
JASP e 10,418 690
JEIF DAVIS ...t e 954 561
JEIfEISON ... s 116,915 921
JIM HOQGG - 2,055 736
JIM WEILS ..ot 19,857 905
JONNSON ...t 43,190 745
JONES .. 3,851 695
KAIMES ...ttt 4,765 769
KAUFMAN L. 27,467 703
KENAAIL ... 12,174 772
KENEAY .. 667 1,033
KBNE ..ttt 282 621
LT RSO UPRUP 16,961 693
KIMDIE ... 1,399 597
L 3T TP USRS RPRRR 110 1,161
KINNBY .ttt ettt 793 786
LT o =T o TSR RPRURN 13,655 651
BMOX ettt et e e bt e b e b e eneeenaeens 1,214 793
L@ SAIIE .. 3,362 1,029
[Ty 1 = PO 18,924 734
LAMD e ae e 4,268 651
[Ty o] o T L= L TR TUPTPRN 4,480 581
[ 1Y Loz PRSPPI 5,770 651
LB ettt e bt eae e be e heeeneeanaeeas 6,544 846
Yo o USRS UPRRR 5,340 860
LIDEIEY e 16,791 757
LIMESTIONE ... e 8,514 673
LIPSCOMD ...ttt 1,226 761
LIVE OK ..ttt st enae e 4,455 743
[T o SRRSO UPRRR 4,348 620
[0}/ {3 Vo TS OUPUPPRN 75 1,065
LUBDOCK ...t 129,064 736
L83 PR RRUPRRR 1,324 656
1Y E= Lo 1T o H PRSPPI 4,663 632
11V E= 15 (o] o RO 2,005 555
VAN Lt 1,653 818
1Y E= Lo o D RPN 1,090 549
Matagorda .......ooeii e 10,066 806
IMEAVEIICK ..t et 16,683 588
MCCUIOCN. ... 3,309 740
IMCLENNAN......eiie ettt 103,271 748
IMCMUIIEN ...t 570 913
MEAING ...t 8,793 636
IMENAIT ... 435 464
1T =g Lo SRR RRUPRUP 85,325 1,148
1= T o USRS 5,472 833
VIS ettt enaa e 1,368 564

Note: See footnotes at end of table.



Table 2. Covered (" employment and wages in the United States and all counties in Texas third quarter 2013 2 -

Continued
Area Employment September 2013 Average Weekly Wage )
MIECNEIL ... 2,322 764
MONTAGUE ... e 5,751 745
MONTGOMETY ..t 151,433 903
IMIOOTE ...ttt et 10,627 738
IVIOITIS .ttt et e e e e 4,839 895
MOHIEY ...t 309 494
NACOGAOCNES ...t 22,063 634
NBVAITO ...ttt ettt et e et e e sab e e e e be e e e sneeeennen 17,006 650
NEWEON .ttt et e e ne e e nnes 1,600 579
[N L] = o SR UR USSP 5,880 719
NUBCES ..ottt ettt et st e e s bt e e e be e e e sneeeennen 159,687 817
OCIIIIEE ... 5,191 899
(0] =T o SRR RRRPPTRN 910 802
OFANJE ...ttt ettt at e et e e e ne e e eane e 22,490 898
Palo PINtO ... 8,525 728
PaNOIa ... 10,536 861
ParKEr ... e 30,568 796
ParME ... e 5,479 722
PECOS .. 5,753 792
POIK et et snee e 10,634 657
POt ..t 77,329 778
PreSidio ... ..ot 2,451 755
RAINS ..ttt ettt b e 1,744 535
RANAAII ... 28,565 704
REAGAN ... e 1,997 953
REAI .. 660 447
REA RIVET ...ttt 2,472 562
REEVES ...t 4,144 741
REFUGIO ..o 2,603 750
RODEIS ...ttt e 214 668
RODEMSON ... 3,738 784
ROCKWAIL ...ttt 23,567 697
RUNNEIS ..ttt 2,886 631
RUSK .ttt ettt et e e e beesneeenne 14,279 794
SADINE ...t enaeeas 2,137 634
SAN AUGUSEING ... e 1,549 620
SAN JACINTO. ...t e 2,102 591
SAN PAtriCIO ... e 18,781 829
SAN SADA..... e 1,499 522
SCRIBICNET ... e 1,017 784
SCUITY ettt ettt e st e e sae e e e e abe e e s ne e e snneeees 8,375 962
Shackelford ..........oooiiiiie e 1,594 1,229
SHEIDY ... 8,197 639
SREIMAN ... et 1,065 689
SIMILN <o 95,213 784
SOMEIVEIL ...ttt 3,999 1,002
] £ USRS UPRRR 14,655 531
STEPNENS .. 3,279 717
SEEITING e 667 802
STONEWAIL ... 530 705
101 o] o ISP 2,556 1,176
SWISIET ... e 1,901 585
L= 13 =L o | PRSPPI 812,634 912
L= 177 () SO P TP 59,002 714
TEITEIL..cee ettt 391 820
=10 VSRRSO 3,754 729

Note: See footnotes at end of table.



Table 2. Covered (" employment and wages in the United States and all counties in Texas third quarter 2013 2 -

Continued
Area Employment September 2013 Average Weekly Wage )
TRrOCKMOION ...t e 453 571
L0 TR 15,173 637
TOM GIEEN.....eiiiieie ettt et st e e e e et e e 46,134 1"
L= /TSRS 637,814 1,028
THIIY ettt 2,340 575
L= PRSP 3,847 611
UPSIUE ..ttt 6,861 673
L o] (o] o DTSSR 1,698 984
UVAIAE ...ttt e 9,774 595
Val VEIAE ... e 16,643 655
Van Zandt ... 9,952 607
[V o1 (o] = TR PR 40,781 823
WWAIKET ...ttt ettt et 23,725 670
WAIIET ..ottt et 16,039 817
L= o SRR 4,559 1,014
WaShiNGION.......oiiiii e 15,186 685
WEDD ... 92,756 636
WHAON ..ottt 15,465 682
WRNEEIET ...ttt 2,926 707
WICKIEA. ... e 52,510 698
WIIDAIGET ...ttt s 6,478 673
WIITACY .ttt 3,827 665
WIIAMSON ... 139,873 928
WWIISON ...ttt ettt ettt ee e 7,093 636
WWINKIET ...ttt 2,825 1,083
VIS ettt ettt 21,823 894
WOOU ...ttt ettt 9,202 632
YOBKUML .ttt ettt aa e e eab e e e neeeeas 4,221 994
B (18T PSR PPURPURRN 6,847 735
P& | oL - UV RP TP PPN 4,857 981
P& 1V |- TP U SR UUSRPTRPNY 2,457 503

(1) Includes workers covered by Unemployment Insurance (Ul) and Unemployment Compensation for Federal Employees (UCFE) programs.

(2) Data are preliminary.
(3) Average weekly wages were calculated using unrounded data.

(4) Totals for the United States do not include data for Puerto Rico or the Virgin Islands.



Table 3. Covered (" employment and wages by state, third quarter 2013 @

Employment Average weekly wage ()
State September ;?arﬁzzt Average National E:;th r:nalfilr?giy
2013 Septemb’er weekly ranking by third quar’ter percent
(thousands) | “5515. 13 wage level 2012-13 change
United States @).............cooueeiccceeeeeeeee e 134,957.5 1.7 $922 - 1.9 -
AlADAMA ... 1,847.6 0.8 794 34 1.3 43
AlASKA ... 345.0 0.4 990 9 3.0 7
AFIZONA ...ttt 2,490.9 2.2 859 22 1.5 36
ATKANSAS ..o 1,156.5 0.1 723 47 21 21
California ......c.eveeeeeeeieeeeeee e 15,526.4 2.7 1,057 6 21 21
(0] (o] - To Lo TSRS 2,355.7 3.1 952 12 1.7 31
CONNECHCUL .. 1,650.3 0.7 1,109 3 1.9 28
DEIAWEE .....c.viiieeieeie e 416.8 2.1 941 14 21 21
District of Columbia .........cccccoveieiiieieieeceee 726.2 1.5 1,560 1 3.0 7
[T o - LSS 7,501.8 2.6 808 31 1.1 46
(ST T - TS 3,928.2 2.3 867 21 1.5 36
HaWai ... 617.7 1.7 839 25 1.6 33
10 ..t 644.7 2.3 703 50 2.3 19
INOIS ...ttt 5,731.7 0.7 959 11 1.5 36
INAIANA ...t 2,883.6 1.2 784 38 1.6 33
JOWE ...t 1,512.0 1.5 772 40 21 21
KaNSAS ..ot 1,347.6 1.8 776 39 2.0 26
KENTUCKY ....ce et 1,794.5 1.0 760 43 1.1 46
LOUISIANE ...t 1,893.4 14 827 28 29 10
MaINE ... 601.5 0.7 735 46 1.8 30
Maryland.........ocooeoerieneeee e 2,546.4 0.6 1,011 8 04 51
Massachusetts ...........ccccccveeeeeieiciiiee e 3,318.3 1.2 1,131 2 2.6 1
MiIChIaN ... 4,069.7 2.1 875 20 1.5 36
MiINNESOLA ... 2,724.2 1.7 938 15 26 11
MiISSISSIPPI «-vcveveneererieriereeie et 1,099.1 0.8 688 51 25 15
MISSOUI ...t 2,661.0 1.3 805 32 1.4 40
MONEANA ... 446.7 1.2 705 49 2.3 19
NEDbraska .........ccooeereneneeereese e 937.5 1.3 766 41 34 3
NEVAAA ...t 1,169.4 25 836 27 2.0 26
New Hampshire.........ccocooeoiiiineiieeececeee 624.5 0.6 895 18 24 17
NEW JEISEY ..ot 3,851.9 1.2 1,068 5 1.3 43
NEW MEXICO ......eeueeueeirieieiieicsie et 793.7 0.5 766 41 0.7 49
NEW YOIK ...t 8,724.8 1.3 1,108 4 1.7 31
North Caroling ..........ccoceeeeieirencecese e 4,006.4 1.7 817 30 1.4 40
North Dakota ........ccceoerereeiiiieeecese e 436.7 34 921 16 5.5 1
(@] 1o SRS 5,147.5 14 837 26 1.2 45
OKIZhOMA ..ot 1,572.6 14 797 33 24 17
(@] (=T o] o ISR 1,709.8 24 856 23 26 11
Pennsylvania .........ccocoereiiiienee e 5,622.4 0.3 913 17 1.6 33
Rhode Island .........ccccooeieiiiiiceeeec e 465.2 1.3 878 19 26 11
South Carolina...........ccoceeeeerereneeee e 1,859.3 2.3 751 44 1.9 28
South Dakota........ccceruereeeeere e 408.9 0.9 706 48 34 3
TENNESSEE ....eveeeeeeeevaetaeesennnaes 2,712.8 1.5 819 29 0.6 50
TEXAS .cueeeieeeeteeeeeei ettt 11,091.9 2.8 952 12 25 15
ULah o 1,265.5 2.9 791 36 341 6
VEIMONE ...ttt 302.5 0.0 788 37 34 3
ViPGINIA. .. 3,650.1 0.6 971 10 1.1 46
Washington..........ccceiierieiiiieceee e 3,017.9 24 1,044 7 21 21
West ViIrginia ........ccoovvveeeeieiereneceee e 710.3 -0.7 751 44 3.7 2
WISCONSIN ...ttt 2,752.7 1.1 793 35 3.0 7
WYOMING ..ttt 286.1 0.2 840 24 1.4 40
PUErto RiCO........coeeiiieececre e 910.9 -2.5 501 ®) -0.6 ®)
Virgin IS1ands ........oovieeieiieieceeeee e 37.9 -1.9 706 ®) -0.6 ®)

Note: See footnotes at end of table.
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(1) Includes workers covered by Unemployment Insurance (Ul) and Unemployment Compensation for Federal Employees (UCFE) programs.
(2) Data are preliminary.

(3) Average weekly wages were calculated using unrounded data.

(4) Totals for the United States do not include data for Puerto Rico or the Virgin Islands.

(5) Data not included in the national ranking.
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Chart 1. Average weekly wages by county in Texas, third quarter 2013

Average Weekly Wage
[U.5. average = $922)

[ ]%599 orless
[ Is600-699
[ 5700 - 799
I 200 - 899
I 5000 or more

Source: U.5. Bureau of Labor Statistics.
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